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Mr. Raymond Ruminski, Director

Lake County Environmental Health
_ 922 Bevins Court _

Lakeport, California 95453

Dear Mr. Ruminski:

The California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA), Office of Emergency
Services, Office of the State Fire Marshal, Department of Toxic Substances Control,
and the State Water Resources Control Board conducted a program evaluation of Lake

~ County Environmental Health’s Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) on June 1%
and 2", 2005. The evaluation was comprised of an in-office program review and field
inspections. The state evaluators completed a Certified Unified Program Agency
Evaluation, Summary of Findings with your agency’s program management staff, which
includes identified deficiencies, preliminary corrective actions and timeframes. Two
additional evaluation documents are the Program Observations and Recommendations
and the Examples of Outstanding Program Implementation. | have reviewed the
enclosed copy of the Summary of Findings and | find that Lake County Environmental
Health’s program performance is unsatisfactory with improvement needed. Cal/EPA’s

* Unified Program staff will coordinate with your agency to track the correction of any
identified deficiencies over the time frame and schedule included in the Summary of
Findings. -

Thank you for your continued commitment to the protection of public health and the
environment. If you have any questions or need further assistance, you may contact

- Jim Bohon, Manager,; Cal/EPA Unified Program at (916) 327- 5097 or
Jbohon@calepa ca.gov.

.. Sincerely,

Assistant Secretary
California Environmental Protection Agency

Enclosures
 cc: See next page

1001 [ Street o Sécramentb, California 95814 e (916) 445-3846 Fﬁx: (916) 445-6401 .
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- Raymond Rumins

March 30, 2008
Page 2~ :

CC:

‘Mr. Raymond Ruminski, Director (Seni Via Email)
‘Lake County Environmental Health

- 922 Bevins Court

. Lakeport, Californ‘ia 95453

Mr. Terry Snyder (Sent Via Email)
State Water Resources Control Board
P.0O. Box 944212

Sacramento, California 94244-2102 |

- Mr. Thomas Asoo (Sent Via Email)

Department of Toxic Substance Control
700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 210
Berkeley, California 84710-2721

Mr. Francis Mateo (Sent Via Email)
Office of the State Fire Marshal

- P.O. Box 944246

Sacramento, California 94244-2460

Mr. Jack Harrah (Sent Via Email)
Governor’s Office of Emergency Services
P.O. Box 419047

‘ Rancho Cordova, California 9574 ;-9041

Ms. Liz Haven (Sent Via Email)

-State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, Caiifomia 04244-2102

Mr. Charles McLaughlin (Sent Via Emaif)

-Department of Toxic Substances.Conircl

P.O. Box 806 ,
Sacramento, CA 95812-0806

Ms: Vickie Sakamoto (Sent Via Email}
Office of the State Fire'Marshal -

P.O. Box' 944246 '

Sacramento, California 9414’-4-94&,

Mr. Moustafa Abou-Taleb (Sent Via
Governor's Office of Emergency Sen
P.O. Box 419047

Rancho Cordova, California 95741-5047



STATE OF CALIFORNIA -
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| | | Arnold
CERTIFIED UNIFIED PROGRAM AGENCY EVALUATION  Schwarzenegger

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS Governor

_Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D.
Agency Secretary

CUPA: Lake County Environmental Health

Evaluation Date: June 1% and 2™, 2005

EVALUATION TEAM
Cal/EPA:  Dennis Karidis
SWRCB:  Terry Snyder
DTSC: Tom Asoo -
OES:’ Jack Harrah
Francis Mateo

OSFM:

This Summary of Findings includes the deficiencies identified during the evaluation, observations and
recommendations for program improvement, and examples of outstanding program implementation activities.
The evaluation findings are preliminary and subject to change upon review by state agency and CUPA ‘
management. ' ‘

Questions or comments can be directed to Dennis Kaﬁdis at 916-327-9558. ‘

Preliminary
Deficiencies - Corrective Action - Timeframe
The CUPA has not ensured that businesses, found | The C:‘UPS will bf’cv;)“
. . N o s o e€nsuring business
to the minor v101.at1<.)ns, are su_brr.nttmfg - submit & certification
/ certlflgatlons Fhat indicate the business’ returmn to | that indicates return to 90 days

1 compliance within the mandated 30 day compliance within the
timeframe. Documentation certifying the mandated 30 day
businesses return to compliance was not found in | timeframe.
any of the business files reviewed.
The CUPA is not adequately tracking information L

d y ° The CUPA has begun .

9

necessary to accurately complete the annual state

“summary réports. Currently the CUPA pieces

information together using the CMHC and Access
databases to complete the summary reports.
‘These databases do not include the tracking of

tracking violation

information necessary to.

adequately complete
Summary. Report 4
using the Access
database.

Immediateiy




Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
Evaluation Summary of Findings

violation information needed to adequately
complete Summary Report 4. This has led to
some inconsistencies in the summary report data.
For example: - ,

e On Summary Report 4 for the 2003-2004
FY, the CUPA reported 85 Hazardous
Materials Release Response Plans and
Inventory (HMRRP) facilities with violations.
Only 10 informal enforcement actions were
reported for those 85 HMRRP facilities
during the same year.

o On Summary Report 4 for the 2003-2004 FY,
.the CUPA referred 4 civil and 2 criminal
cases to the Circuit Prosecutor for HW

- violations. However, the CUPA has not listed
any Class I or II violations over the past three
years on Summary Report 4.

e On Summary Report 4 for FY’s 2001-2004,

~ the CUPA referred 7 civil and 7 criminal
cases to the Circuit Prosecutor. No penalties
have been included in any of the reports.

The CUPA is not regulating agricultural handlers
under the HMRRP and Hazardous Waste

| The CUPA has passed a
‘fee for agricultural

handlers and is in the

Evaluate Progress

3 Gengator programs. The CUPA only curren‘tly process of identifying
receives restricted use pesticide information from | the regulated
the Agricultural Commissioner office. community.
The CUPA is not inspecting Hazardous Waste EhefCUP?A hzs Passw?d:‘
: . €¢ T0or riazaraous aste
Genervaﬁoxs under Business Plan threshold Generators under \
4 quantities. Business Plan Evaluate Progress
thresholds and is in the
process of identifying
the regulated
community.
The CUPA has not inspected all businesses ghe CUPA haﬁ blfeji‘
. ] iverting much of its
subject to the HMRRP and Hazardous Waste iime to USTs. The
Geperator_.pro grams every three vears. 19 of 26 CUPA expects to be on
5 business files reviewed did not contain an target with HMRRP and 1 year
inspection report from the past three vears. Hazardous Waste
' ' inspections.
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Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
Evaluation Summary of Findings

The CUPA is not citing violations in a manner
consistent with the definitions of Minor, Class II,
or Class I as provided in statute and regulation.
Facilities that have not corrected minor violations
within the required timeframe are not being
elevated to a Class II violation.

The CUPA will begin
classifying violation

6 R 1 according to Statute and Immediately
Or exampie. Regulations.
e Mt Konocti Growers had labeling
violations found during three consecutlve
inspections.
e The Lake County Fleet Maintenance had
violations for storing hazardous waste
beyond accumulation timeframes found .. | -
during two consecutive inspections.
The CUPA has not yet conducted preliminary risk Th?,CUPA W_ﬂ}l( begin
: : e . preliminary ris
7 detfar.n'lmatlons for potential Table IIT CalARP determinations for 1 year
facilities. potential table ITI
’ CalARP facilities (33).
The CUPA has not reviewed and revised its Th; CU?ALWSI review
. ’ . and revise Lake
g Hazardous Mat.enals Area Plgn every three YERS. | ~ouney’s Hazardous 6 months
The CUPA reviewed and revised the area planin | paterials Area Plan.
1986. Another informal review was done in 2000.:
The CUPA is currently collecting annual The CUPA will ensure
g e . that all businesses
certifications of no change from businesses. submit an updated
9 Howeve;, the inve.:ntory fopns on file do not inventory form that Ongoing
include all of the information required by OES includes all information -
form 2731. 7 of 10 inventory statements reviewed | required by OES form .
were on outdated forms. 2731 through routine
inspections.
The CUPA is not ensuring that businesses The CUPA will ensure
. . g e : that all business submit
annually submit an inventory or certification ofno | inventory or
10 | change on or before March 1¥. 3 of 10 business certification of no Ongoing

files reviewed did not contain current inventories
or certification of no change.

change on or before
March 1%




Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) .
Evaluation Summary of Findings

The CUPA is not ensuring that all businesses The CUPA will ensure
11 submit a Bgsiness Actiyities nge. § of 10 file's giii?;efféjii?g :g . Ongoing
reviewed did not contain a Business Activities through routine '
Page. inspection.
The CUPA has exempted heating fuel from the The CUPA will exempt
12 | HMRRP program without following the heating fuel using the
: . exemption process in 6 months
exemption process in HSC 6.95. HSC 6.05.
The CUPA’s inspection reports do not fully detail | The CUPA will begin _
13 | all alleged violations and the factual ba51s for i?géggiﬂmg Ongoing
alleging those violations. '
UST plot plans reviewed did not contain all the The CUPA will update
14 | required elements. The plot plans are missing the Eﬁzifl:;npljg??nzzgf&zz Lyear
location of where the monitoring is performed. '

CUPAlRepresentati-ve Lavnon's Riar i/ %/ ' /2/ ’ WM/ kawlék

(Print Name) (Signature) & ~2- —f@@ )

Y’\nln/l j)i@ Ll

(Sigrnature)

Evaluatlon Team Leader _\) tnmj \<CL~.‘* S
‘ (Print Name)



Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
Evaluation Summary of Findings

PROGRAM OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS'
Observation: The CUPA does not meet with the fire avencies on a regular basis.

Recommendatlon The CUPA should meet with fire agency representatlves on a regular
basis. :

. Observation: After reviewing several inspection reports the following was found:

e Observations necessary to fully understand the regulated activities at the site
should be noted in the inspection report. For example: identifying waste streams,
monthly quantities, and location of all accumulation areas.

o Several violations and corrective actions identified in the inspection reports lacked
sufficient detail necessary to establish the elements of a violation and the

'corrective action to be taken. -Violations and corrective action language should be
clear enough so that a third party can understand.

Recommendation: Utilize the Inspection Report Writing Guidance document that was
- developed jointly by the CUPA Forum Board and Cal/EPA. Copies can be found on the
Cal/EPA Umfled Program webs1te .

Observatlon The CUPA has a checklist for hazardous waste.inspections, however the
checklist is not typically included with the Summary of Violations/Inspections Report left
at the fac1lity

Recommendation: Include the Hazardous Waste Checklist with the Summary of . .-
Violations/Inspections Report left at the facility. The checklist gives additional
information to the facility on the nature and Severity of the violations.

Observation: The CUPA is not including the classrﬁcation of hazardous waste v1olat10ns ‘
in the Summary of V101at10ns/Inspect1ons Report left at the facility. ‘

Recommendation: Include the classification of hazardous waste violations in the

‘Summary of Violations/Inspections Report left at the facility. Leaving a Hazardous Waste -

Checklist with the Summary of Violations/Inspections Report left at the fac1hty would
address this observation.

Observation: The CUPA has not been acti_vely following up on cornplaint referrals from
DTSC. The CUPA had outstanding complaints from August and September of 2004.

Recornmendatlon Place a hicher priority on complamt follow- up Complamts should be e

addressed in a timely manner.

Observation: During the overswht 1nspect10n at Guenoc Winery, the CUPA did not

* confirm the issuance of an EPA ID number. During the file review, it was not ev1dent that
the CUPA checked for valid EPA ID numbers



Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
Evaluation Summary of Findings

Recommendation: The CUPA should always check to see if the facility has been issued-
an EPA ID number and include it in the Inspection Report (The CUPA’s Inspection
Report has a space for noting the facility’s EPA ID number). Having an EPA ID number
is required of all hazardous waste generators. The EPA ID number tracks how a facility is
managing and transporting hazardous waste. The CUPA should utilize the Department’s
Hazardous Waste Tracking System (Available on the internet) to get manifest information,
on facilities. :




Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
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- EXAMPLES OF OUTSTANDING PROGRAM IMPLEMENATION

The CUPA routinely attends the Lake County Enwronmental Cnmes Task Force and UST
Roundtable meetings.

The CUPA consolidates food and water systems 1nspectrons with its hazardous matenals
inspections.when encountered :

CUPA personnel work cooperatively with fire agenc1es durmc hazardous matenals
incidents and emergency spill responses. :

The CUPA conducted a thorough UST inspection during the Annual Mon1tor1ng
Certification. Examples included: testing the functionality of the Emergency Shutoff -
Switch and requiring the cleaning of under dispenser containments.

The CUPA has developed and uses an UST and Secondary Containment testincr checklist.

The CUPA has an excellent record of UST facility comphance which reflects on the hi gh
attention to detail by the inspector in rev1ew1ng UST systems and 1nform1ng
owners/operators of the requlrements

The CUPA inspector has created a spreadsheet of Desrgnated Operator (DO) forms
submitted with the'CA UST System Operator Certification. The CUPA followed up with
non—comphant UST owners and has obtamed countywide comphance L

The CUPA has referred 2 cases to the Circuit Prosecutor thls year A UST case has -
already been settled and a Hazardous Waste case is currently pending.-



